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ABSTRACT 
Sociology is in transition from a natural history phase of 
science toward a true science. This period of transition is marked 
by numerous efforts at codif ication of t heory. This r eport explores 
some of the ways in which the concept 11 community11 has been inter-
preted by various investigators. Attention is also given to methodology 
of community study and includes some of the more import ant studies 
of community. A treatment of the origin and development of communities, 
particularly in America, is also given. 
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Purpose of the paper 
During the past half century sociology has made great strides 
t oward becoming a true science. Several sub- fields of investi gation 
have been developed. Within these fields attenti on i s being gi ven to 
theoretical formulations. One of these areas is the study of the small 
community. The pur pose of this paper is to explore the material within 
the area of community study t o show the attempts being made to codify 
methodology and theory. 
To introduce the reader to the community, Chapter II, A Survey 
of the Development of Com..munities , is devoted to the origin and develop-
ment of communities . The latter part of this chapter is given over 
to the evolution of t he community i n ..Arnerica . In Chapter I II, Community 
Study, after analyzing the many ways in which the term 11 community11 
has been used by various investigators , there is a discussion of the 
methodology of community studies . This material covers the period 
of time from Ferdinand Tonnies whos e work s appeared in the l ate 18OO's, 
through the period of clas sical studies originat ing in the early 
19OO' s , and concludes with the last community study of note , Small 
Town !:!. Mass Society. 1 A discussion of the mor e important community 
studies is included in this sectiono 
1.Arthur J. Vidich and J oseph Bensman, Small· Town In Mass 
Society (Garden City : Doubleday and Company, Inc ., ~8). --
Conclusions dravm. from this survey are contained in Chapter IV, 
Conclusions. 
Limitations and Sources 
The area of the survey undertaken her e shoul d be to encompass 
in some manner all the important material that has been published 
relative to the small community. However, it would be beyond the 
scope of this paper to review all the material of a sociological and 
anthropological nature which make reference to community. This study, 
therefore, has been l imited to the material available in Forsyth 
Library, Fort Hays Kansas State College ; to the various professional 
journals and publications concerned with community study; and to 
works on methodology which devote a considerable portion of material 
to field investigation and community study. While no attempt is made 
here to discuss the results of the many studies referred t o except in 
2· 
a general way, it is hoped that the r eader will become better acquainted 
with the difficulties involved in community study and wit h the progr ess 
that is being made toward a more adequate methodology in this area. 
Background 
Anthropology and sociology are relatively young sciences . 
This is especially true when they are compared to the natural sciences 
in which one can point to a long historical background of scientific 
work and scholarship. However, the social sciences have lost lit~le 
time in achieving respect for themselves as scientific discipline~. 
Of all the sciences, the social ·sciences, including anthropology and 
sociology, appear to hold the greatest promise f or the eventual under-
standing of the social life of man. 
A science necessarily grows out of a body of facts or veri-
fiable data. This data is often an accumulation of materials relative 
to some particular aspect of human life. When a sufficient amount 
of material has been collected it is usually brought into some type of 
organization. It is th~n possible to convert the data into general 
laws, or at least into generalizations concerning the whole . Thus 
every science seems to exhibit two phases of development. The first, 
according to Northrop, 2 is the natural-histQry phase , the observat ion, 
collection or description, comparison, and classification of data . 
3 
This permits inductive generalizations to be made of observed phenomena. 
This step is followed by the second stage, that of theory formulation . 
The purpose of deductively f ormulated theory is the establishment of 
hypotheses based upon the accumulation of data. This then is followed 
by testing for validity. The r esult ·s either the verification of the 
hypothesis leading to further gains in the understanding of the science 
involved, or the failure of the hypothesis to stand under rigorous 
test.3 
Sociology is in transition between these two stages . The 
accumulated data has been sorted and analyz ed. Out of the process 
has emerged several areas which have become the focus of study. 
2F.S.C. Northrop, The Logic of the Sciences and the Humanities 
(New York: The Macmillan Company, 1947). 
3Laura Thompson, · Toward· A Science of Mankind ( New York: McGr aw-
Hill Book Company, Inc., 1961),-pp . xxi-xxvii. 
Within these sub-fields attention is being given to the construction 
of theoretical frameworks for further study and under s:j:,anding of these 
areas. As well as these component disciplines, sociology itself as 
a 'Whole is advancing toward the theory-formulation stage; attempts 
have been and are being made to present theoretical models of society 
and some generalizations therefrom. This work for the most part has 
been the product of Talc0tt Parsons and Robert K. Merton.4 These 
theorists have remained essentially within the domains of sociological 
thought. .A recent anthropological work by Laura Thompson, Toward -!_ 
Science of Mankind,5 is an attempt to unite Qultural and physical 
. . , 
anthropology, biology, ecology, the social sciences, psychology, and 
the humanities in a true science of mankind. It has been the trend 
in recent years for much of the community study of the anthropologist 
to be on such a multi-disciplinary basis . This paper will be socio-
logically oriented and will concern itself primarily wit h the work 
being done in sociology; however, the pioneering work of the anthr~-
pologist cannot be neglected, nor can t he methodology being used by 
the author be omitted as it bears upon sociological investigations. 
One of the areas of specialization within the fie ld of sociology 
is the study of community. Community study is a development out of 
4 
4Talcott Parsons and Edward A. Shils (eds.), Toward A General 
Theory of Action (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 19:ST); Talcott 
Parsons;-The Social System (Glencoe, Ill: The Free Press, 1951); 
Robert K. Merton, Social Theory and Social Structure (Glencoe, Ill: The 
Free Press, 1957); see also JohnP. Gillin (ed.), For A Science of Social 
Man (New York: The Macmillan Company, 1954). 
5'rhompson, op. cit. 
the field of cultural anthropology. Anthropological pioneers in 
the field of community study, such as Bronislaw Malinowski6 and 
A. R. Radcliffe-Brown, 7 using what is known as the functionalist 
approach, advanced the idea that a system can only be understood as 
a whole of interrelated parts and must be studied as such. That is, 
no one part of a social system can be isolated for analysis, and from 
the investigation of such parts no valid generalizations of the whole 
can be made. Not only must the entire system be analyzed, but one 
must also bring a 11time-depth11 approach into the investigation. The 
historical perspective is as important ta the understanding of an 
institution as is the meaning of the institution to the lives of 
the people. 
The primary concern of this paper is the small community as 
a whole. Two sociological studies of internal communities, that 
is, communities located within the social system of a larger community, 
have been included in this study8 as they represent on a reduced 
scale the type of investigations of community which are discussed 
in this paper. It will be helpful to the reader if some backgTound 
of the formation and evolution of the small community is explored . For 
this purpose, the next cha~ter i s devoted to the brief survey of the 
development of communitieso 
6Bronislaw Malinowski, .Argonauts of the Western Pacific (London: 
Routledge,. 1~22). 
7A. R. Radcliffe-Brown, The .Andaman Islanders (New York: 
Cambridge .University Press, 19 22f."° 
5 
BA. B. Hollingshead, Elmtown' s Youth ( New York: Wiley, 1949~; 
Willi-am F. ·Whyte, Street Corner Society (Chicago : University of Chicago 
Press, 1955) .. 
CHAPI'ER II 
.!A. SURVEY OF THE DEVEIDPMENT OF COMMUNITIES1 
With the domestication of plants and animals, primitive man 
conquered the problem of securing a constant food supply. Adapt-
ing himself thus to the e~vironment, he ceased his wanderings and 
began to form comrnunities.2 A community, then 
arises through sharing a limited territorial space for 
residence and for sustenance and functions to meet com-
mon needs generated in sharing t his space by establish-
ing characteristic f orms of soctal action.3 
These communities were permanent settlements, the formation of which 
must have been revolutionary at t he time of their creation and early 
growth. It was out of these communities that new t ypes of property 
laws and new civil laws and codes grew.4 The accumulation of wealth 
4'his material is largely drawn from Don Martindale, American 
Society (New York: D. Van Nostrand Company, Inc ., 1960 ), and is a 
liberal reconstruction of Part II, 11The Changing Forms of the ..funerican 
Community," pp . 104-2.54. See also Edward O. Moe, "Consulting with 
a Community System: A Case Study," The Journal of Social Issues , 
1.5:28-3.5, #2, 19.59, and Irving A. Spaulding, "Change in Rural Life and 
the Reintegration of a Social System, 11 Rural Sociology, 24:21.5-22.5, 
September, 19.59. --
2The terms "city11 and 11 community11 are frequently used inter-
changable. For the purposes of this chapter the distinction between 
the two will be made roughly on the basis of size. CowJT1unity will 
refer to the smaller rural village ; city to the larger aggregations 
of people, industries, and other enterprises . In Chapter III, 
Community Study, a section is devoted to an analysis of the various 
definitions of this term. 
3Albert J. Reiss, Jr., 11The Sociological Study of Communities," 
Rural Sociology, 24:118, June, 19.59 . 
4Martindale, op. cit. p . 109. 
and the ownership of property brought an alteration in the social 
codes. The development of the trades engendered a sense of self-
sufficiency and independence from other communities. Vil lages of one 
form or another became universal about 10,000 year s ago.5 Up on the 
foundations of these simple, sm~l communities our complex modern 
cities and towns have developed. 
During the per iod- 375 AD to 675 AD, t he small villages and 
communit ies of Europe were replaced by the manorial community. Whil e 
t he exact r easons for t hi s alter ation i n the social s tructure are not 
know, several f actors have been suggested ~as -being in part r esponsible. 
Among these are the following : (1) the deterioration of t he plan-
tation system of Rome and re-organi zati on of the pl ant ations i nto 
proto-feudal struct ures; ( 2) t he est ablishment of coloni in France 
in which the land was tilled i n part for the l or d and i n part f or 
the tenant; anq (3) adoption by the north of Europe, t hen still 
largely unsettled, because i t seemed t o wor k well for t he sout hern 
areas. It h as also been suggested t hat t he accumul ati on of weal t h 
and l and by some individuals attracted r oving hordes of invader s 
from the east and north. The feudal system was devel oped both as 
protection from such invaders and as a better method of utilizing the 
l and. These f or ms existed until about 1500. 
In the l ate 16001 s, during the colonizing of America, t he 
community forms of t he Old Wor l d were t ranspl ant ed t o t he newly 
)Ibid., PP• 113, 118. 
6Ibid., pp . 115-119 . 
7 
established colonies along the Atlantic seaboard. These communities 
underwent transformation as a result of the frontier exper i ence and 
reflected the scarcity of l ong est~blished tradition. Added to this 
was the cultural cross fertilization among the colonies, each 
bearing Old World traditions but trying to adapt themselves to the 
needs of the frontier. As dependencies of the various colonizing 
nations, each settlement was more closely related to its Mother 
country than it was to the other colonies, primaril y due to the lack 
of communication. 
In the South, during the fir st half of the 18th Century, the 
plantation r esting on slave labor became the dominant type of social 
organization. 7 During this same period of time in the North, a 
society based on a market economy arose. The condit i ons of the North 
precluded the use of slave l abor and tended to l imit the size of 
the farm area. Young men who went into farming f ountl it necessary 
to borrow money from the city bankers and financiers to purchase 
land and equipment. To some extent t he Southern farmer was also 
bound to his creditors. To make the payments on the loans, the 
products of the farm had to be sold in the city markets. Thus the 
farmers became market oriented. 8 After about 1765, most of the 
colonies came under almost absolute English domination with the 
settlement of boundry disputes wi th the French and Spanish nations. 
The economic ties to the Crown were now str engthened, and the colonies 
7Ibid., pp. 122-125. 
8Toid., pp. 127, 131-133, 139. 
8 
were dependent upon Great Britain for most economic transactions 
in foreign commerce. After the separation of the colonies from Great 
Britain in 1775, it was necessary to reintegrate the evolving social 
system, this time with the United States as the center, but with 
economic ties still strongly attached to foreign markets. Advances 
in agricultural techniques produced further changes and new inte-
grations.9 Early in the 18001 s, particularly in the North , a second 
shift, this time toward commercial organization, commended with the 
introduction of large scale manufacturing . The farmer became .more 
closely tied to the city market f or many of _hi s needs as factory 
produced goods r epl aced products formerly manufactured on the farm. 
He also needed the city as a market for his products . The rural 
community underwent radical changes , from one of almost complete 
self-sufficiency to dependence upon the city for many of i ts supplies. 
In addition, many of the farm youth departed for the greater oppor-
tunities the city seemed t o offer, or t o the new, expanding agri-
cultural fr ontier in the West . 10 
The political and social structure of the city as we know it 
today is considered to have taken form in medieval Europe r eaching 
its height during the late 17th and early 18th CenturiesP- This form 
dif fered from that of t he earlier cit y in many ways . 12 It was pre-
9Toid., pp. 127-130, 139 -
WThid. , PP · 131-134. 
llroid. , PP• 1659 
12Toid. , PP• 159, 160-165 . 
9 
10 
dicated on business r at her than protection from invasion; t hus a 
wealthy middle class instead of a warrior class became the decision 
makers . Martindale noted also an alter ation in the political structure, 
which he states as follows: 
Though this varied after an internal evolution from 
a partrician t o a .democratic for m, the medieval city dis-
played a high degree of pol itical autonomy, autocephaly, 
independence and power, an independent administrative body, 
and a market . 13 
Control of the European cities soon fell to t he guilds and in 
the conflicts between the masters and journeymen over working con-
ditions and r estrictions in starting- new busj nesses, state inter-
vention appeared.14 Trade between the various nations made st ate 
regulation of commerce necessary. The powers of the state continued 
to grow until the cities found themselves almost completely under the 
control of the state political system. 15 This trend is continuing 
today • 
.America did not see this conflic except in small degree, for 
the Industrial Revolution transformed t he American city into an 
industrial complex, dominated by state or federal contro1.16 In 
America,- as else-where, the central government .~s gaining ever increasing 
control over the workings of the city. To some observers the trend 
is toward nationalism. The city will continue to be the keeper of the 
l 3Ibid. , p . 173. 
l4Ibid . , pp . 165- 168 . 
l5Ibid __ ,, PP · 169~171. 
16Ib. d -2:_•, PP· 172-175 . 
social institutions, but self-government will be given over to t he 
control of the central political power . It is not uncommon to hear 
of a "national community" or even a 11world community" in r eference 
to the present evolution towards new t ypes of social organizations. 
11 
It has been app arent for some time now that nationalism is the dominant 
force in the governmental r egulation of the int ernal affairs of t his 
and other nations. 17 The .American city, and other cities affected 
by this movement, have had to reintegrate themselves around the 
economic institutions upon which they have become dependent, 18 and 
the nation has had to integrate itself abqut the political insti-
tutions from which it receives its power . 19 
With this historical background it is now possible to consider 
the reasons for the endurance of the small community. Communities 
exist and persist because they provide solutions to problems that 
f ace men and appear to be the most adequate way of meet ing these 
problems. 20 Then, t oo, communiti es exist because they s olve problems 
of men of a time-space nature. If some better method is found to 
achieve these ends, there i s the possibility that communities will cease 
to existo 
Community is a dynamic concept . The community can never stand 
sti ll, for to do so would be to regress and die. The institutions 
l 7Ibid., PP · 210-215. 
18Ibid., PP · 192-195, 215-216. 
19Ib. d _ _ i_., PP• 217-218. 
20ibid., PP• 104-106. 
within a city, although appearing static, ar e in constant motion with 
the alteration of membership and the passage of time. It is this 
dynamism that makes community difficult to study, but it is also t his 
constant motion that makes community an area badly in need of st udy 
to determine direction of movement and to facili tate t hat movement 




There is little disagreement in what constitutes a community; 
division of opinion a.rises in defining what constitutes 11 community." 
This imprecision in vVhat constitutes 11 cornmunity11 is cons idere d one 
reason why rigorously refined research has been retar ded . 1 No attempt 
will be made here to define this term. Instead, an attempt will be 
made to bring together and discuss many of the 11 operational defini-
tions112 which have already been given· to 11 <:;ommunity. 11 
Whenever, and for whatever reason, a group of peopl e form a 
community, if the community continues t o progress and expand, the 
early primary relationships are soon supplemented by secondary 
relationships. The needs generated by the sharing of this li.mited 
area both f or residence and for sustenance become the genesis of the 
structuxes of the community, the insti tutions and systems.3 The 
cormnunity so viewed exhibits both a structure and a function . The 
t wo are closely related, f or out of the process of pers onal r elati on-
ships, or f unction, is produced the structure , the institutions t hat 
lJohn E. Owen, 11The Community, 11 Contemporary Sociology, ed. 
Joseph S. Roucek (New York: Philosophical Library, 1958), p . 34. 
2.lln 11 operational definition11 is the definition given to a 
term by a researcher f or the particular project he may be working 
on and seems to him best suited to his needs. 
3Albert J. Reiss, Jr., · 11 The Sociological Study of Cornmunities, 11 
Rural Sociology, 24:118, June, 1959. 
give form to the community. It is upon these two concepts, that of 
structure and function, that the understanding of community is based. 
The basic differences between the many working concepts are mainly 
the result of the emphasis that is placed upon one or the other 
of these divisions. 
Blackwell exhibits this dichotomy when he differentiates 
between social organiz at-ion "embracing the totality of continuing 
social relationships which develop in a society , 11 the process or 
function, and .community organization, 11 a r ationall y directed effort 
to modify the social organization of · a partieular locality, 11 the 
structure or product.4 
One of the earliest students of sociol ogy who s aw t he impor-
tance of the corrLmunity was Ferdinand Tonnies.5 He s aw t he social 
system as one of community (Gemeinschaft) and society (Gesellschaft). 
To him, the comm.unity was the natural way of man; the association of 
men living together in small groups for mutual advantage. The social 
life which i s superimposed upon this function or process is the result 
of rational free will and choice. It is impersonal and more formal 
than the primary relationships of community. Primary groups are the 
4oordon W. Blackwell, 11 .A Theoretical Framework for Sociological 
Research in Community Organiz ation, 11 Social Forces, 33 :57-58, 
October, 19 .54. 
)This material concerning Ferdinand Tonnies (18.5.5-1936) is 
based upon Emory S. Bogardus, The Development of Social Thought 
(New York: Longmans, Green and Company, 1940);-pp. 482-485; and 
Erwin Carl Paustian, · 11 The" Sociology of Ferdinand Ttinnies , 11Sumrnaries 
of Dootoral·Dissertations, Northwestern University, 11:1.58-163, 
June-August, 1943. 
14 
basis of community, whereas the society is characterized by secondary 
groupings. The community is controlled by nature and the soci ety by 
reason; the t wo are so interrelated, however, that neither can stand 
without the other, nor can they be understood apart . 
Little work was done specifically in the area of comm.uni ty 
after Tennies until 1917 when R. M. Maciver, a s ociologist, published 
Community: !_ Sociological Study. 6 Maciver's concept of community 
can be described as systems within which associations and i nstitutions 
operates. An association i s an interest group with the community; 
an institution is the fr amework within which group activity t akes 
place. Institutions serve to control secondary r elationshi ps , and 
link the past and present . Men, thus , belong to groups or associa-
tions and not to institutions . Community and association ar e s ome-
what analogous to T6nnies 1 concept of community and society, with 
the terms reversed.7 
Community has not been the exclus ive concern of sociologists 
and anthropologists. For example, Josiah Royce, 8 a philosopher , was 
concerned with what constitutes a community and formulat ed a concept 
that may be interpreted as a moral definition of thi s term. To Royce, 
community grows out of the internalizat i on within each i ndi vi dual of 
6Robert M. Maciver, Community : :.! Sociological Study ( New 
York: The Macmillan Company, 1917 ). 
7Based on Bogardus, op . cit ., p . 460. 
Bsee Joseph L. Blau, 11RDyce 1 s Theory of Community," The 
Journal of Philosophy, 53:92-8, February 2, 1956. 
15 
the moral precepts of his culture. When each i ndividual has fully 
i nternalized a mor al code of s elf r ealizati on that i s based on assis-
tance to others, the resulting harmony creat es t he community. Thus 
it appears to be a conscious attempt by 11wills 11 to attain s ome precon-
ceived goal or end. By the use of this r eas oned self-cont rol, t he 
member s of the community can achieve their 11highes t spi rit ual destiny 
in bodily form. 119 
16 
Tennies, Maciver, and Royce emphasized the functional approach 
to community and applied the term to a mutual grouping of individuals 
with shared interests and related goals, and one in which al l are 
related by close personal, .pr imary groupings. It includes t he shar-
ing of common goals and involves a set of common attit udes, beliefs, 
and symbols. This type communi t y is i n contrast with the spatial 
communi ty, a r el ationship of imper sonal f orces, usuall y through 
secondary gr oupings; but still based upon the i nter dependence of men. 10 
This stres s upon f unction i nt e understandi ng of communit y 
makes such a definit i on appl i cable to larger aggregates of people 
than t h ose living wi th personal knowing distance of each ot her ; t o 
a nation or state as well as t o a small community. Thi s i s part ic-
ularly true of Honigmann1 s concept in wnich he gives t hree indications 
of what makes a community : ( 1) i nterdependence of individuals who 
(2) distinguish t hems elves in s ome symbolic way as an expression of 
9Blau, op. cit., P• 93. 
10Arthur Naftalin and others, An Introduction t o Social Science 
(Chicago: J.B. Lippincot t Company,"""1953), pp . III:3-24. 
17 
unity and (3) with common interests and goals which motivate members.ll 
Usually the opposition of an 0ut-group is pr esent to assist in the 
maintenance of in-group solidarity. Emphasis is placed on the social 
significance of the inst~tutions to the lives of the members of the 
community. These institutions are accepted usually without question 
and their use facilitates the process of social intercourse. That 
institutions endure even _with a compl et e change of membership is 
indicative of their significance t o the community, for if institutions 
were only superficially important t o the peopl ~, ~hey would undergo 
r adical alterations from generation to gen~ra~ion. 
Another concept which accentuates functi 0n is that of Sutton 
and Kolaj a in which community is viewed as the 
more or less ••• policy-d~ciding, self- or i dentity-maintaining 
social system of families residing in a particular area which 
confronts collectively problems arising f rom the sharing of 
the area . 12 
A purely functional approach is Long1 sl3 in which the community 
is compared to an ecology of games constantly in motion in a territorial 
area, for instance, banking, newsp ap er publishing, contracting, and 
manuf acturing. "The games give structure, goals , r ol es, s trategies , 
llJohn J. Honigmann; The World of Man (New York : Harper and 
Brothers, 1959) , pp . 16-17 • 
.. · 12Willis JA . Sutton, Jro and J iri Kolaja, "Elements of Community 
Action, 11 Social Forces, 38 :325, May, 1960. 
13Norton E. Long, HThe Local Community as an Ecology of 
Garnes,rr The American Journal of Sociology, 64 :2.51- 61, November , 
-
tactics, and publics to the players. Players in each game make use 
of players in the others for their particular purposes. 1114 The game 
of 11 social class' provides both over-all leadership and the commonly 
shared values which assist in making sure the players all cooperate . 
Such leadership does not provide the government nor a structure for 
one, althouth it may. 15 
Unlike the f unctional approach, which has been described above, 
the structural approach places all the emphasis on the product of com-
munit y living, the institutions and organizations, r ather than on the 
on-going processes. The institutions _. are hel d to be t he force that 
molds t he lives of the peopl e . Li ttle attention is given t o the 
p·eople ·who, as creators of the institutions, are the ones who may 
alter the form and shape of the institutions with the passage of time. 
This t ype of appr oach is exhibited by Martindal e : 
communities are total ways of life, complexes of behavior 
composed of all the institutions necessary to carry on a 
complete life, formed i nto a orking whole •• o slow to/ 
form and persist ent once formed •.• r emarkabJ.y stable . 10 
A conception of communit y combining both structure and function 
appears to be the one that wi ll prove most fruitful in the study of 
the community. This i s because a community is composed of both 
el ements so closely intertwined that separation vrould be difficult . 
Either f eature studied alone cannot give a true picture of the on-
14Toid., p. 251. 
151oc1 cit. 
1C>non Martindale, ~erican Society (New York: D. Van Nostrand 
Company, Inc., 1960), p. 1050 
18 
going process of the whole community. Actually, structure and 
function cannot be separated, for the activity under consideration 
must occur in both a time and space relationship and in a welter 
of dynamic activity. Using a combined approach, a community may be 
described as II an aggregate of people to some degree l ocalized in time 
and space and manifesting a relatively int ense common life . 1117 A 
community becomes, t hen, a whole, a social system of 
' patterned interaction' in which certain elements such 
as goals, norms, roles, and aut hority- power are observ-
able, and in which certain basic processes such as com-
munication, decision-making, systemic linkage, and boun-
dary maintenance are operating~l8 . 
This is much in keeping with the f olk community of Honigmann which 
is a self-contained community exhibiting personal interaction among 
members who express strong feelings of kinship . These members hold 
similar ways of action and thought; their behavior is traditional 
and automatic, and this "traditional behavior 11 is 11 an end in itselfJ119 
With some knowledge of the di fficulties involved in under-
standing the concept of community it is now possible to review some 
of the more important studies which h ave been done in this area, 
together with the methodology of community study. The interest here 
will be primarily sociological, although, as noted earlier, anthro-
pological contributions to community study have been pertinent. For 
17Honigmann, ~- ~-, p. 16. 
18Edward o. Moe, "Consulting with a Community System: .A Case 
Study," The Journal of Social Issues, 15:29, #2, 1959 . 
. . 
19Honigmann, op. cit., p . 148. 
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instance, one of the best known studies of a culture was pub+ished in 
1922 by Bronislaw Malinowski, an anthropologist. 20 This was one of 
the first studies in which a communityts culture was viewed as ''a 
unified whole functionally related to its envirorunent.11 21 This 
study served as imputus to many other studies both in the f i eld of 
anthropology and in sociology. 
Du.ring its early h~story and its period of gro~~h, the idea 
of studying a community, a city, or a rural village attracted many 
students who produced several studies of note. Some of t his materi al 
was concerned specifically with the institut ions and gToupi ngs within 
the city that were the products of social l iving : the gang, the 
delinquent, the hobo, the ghetto, and the slum. 22 While such studies 
assist greatly in understanding the problems affecting these segments 
of the population, they do not bring comprehension to the workings 
of the community as a whole . 
After the 1920ts community became an accepted area f or study 
within the field of sociology. It was recognized as an area which 
20Bronislaw Malinowski, Ar gonauts of the Western Pacific 
(London : Routledge, 1922). - -
211aura Thompson, · Toward _,A Science of Mankind ( New York: 
McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., 1961), p . 27. 
22Frederick M. Thrasher; The Gang (Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press, 19 36 ); Albert K. Cohen, Delinquent Boys: The Culture 
Of the Gang (Glencoe, Ill.: The Free Press, 1955); Nels Y.nderson, 
The Hob~The Sociology of the Hbmeless Man (Chicago : University of 
Chicago Press, 1923); Louis Wirth, The Ghetto (Chicago : University of 
Chicago Press, 1928) ; Harvey W. Zorbaugh, The Gold Coast and the Slum 
(Chicago : University of Chicago Press, 1929); and others. 
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could prove fruitful in the study of man and his associations . While 
s ome investigations into rural communities had been done in t he field 
of sociology, the first work of major importance came during the l ast 
.days of 1America1 s boom years . This was the publicat i on of Middletmvn23 
by Robert S. and Helen M. Lynd. It was this work that opened the 
door upon a new type of research project . This was primarily a t ypo-
logical approach which 
observes a community in terms of its culture, external 
relations, geographic-economic base, popul ation-composition, 
and size, in order to ascertain the configuration of t hese 
elements and their relationship to community f unctioning. 2L~ 
In this study there was no attempt to f ormul ate t heories and create 
structural schemes . The interest was in cat al oging observations of 
all phases of t he life of -t his communi t y . One of the important 
findings of t his study was t hat t he economic gTowth of the Uni ted 
States had led to a tendency to stratification and had made upward 
mobility more dif ficult . 
In 1937 the Lynds published a second volume, Middletown in 
Transition. 25 This was a f ollow-up study of the same community 
studied in Middl etown, the interest being in seeing what changes 
had occured between the boom times of the 19201 s and the depression 
of the 1930 1 s. They found that the economic crisis tended to make 
23 ( Robert S. Lynd and Helen M. Lynd, Middletown New Yor k : 
Harcourt, 1929). 
240wen, ~- cit., p. 300 
25Robert S. Izynd and . Helen M. Lynd, Middletown in Transition 
(New York : Harcourt, 1937)0 
even more difficult the rise up the 11 ladder of opportunity, 11 and that 
social class lines had become more rigid. 
The methodology used was that of participant-observation, of 
living in the community and making acute observations, supplemented 
by extensive use of interviews and questionnaires. The result of 
22 
the 4YTids 1 : work, Middletown and Middletovm in Transition, was a 
significant contribution to the literature of sociology and especially 
to community study. These two books are considered classics in t his 
field. 
These studies by the 4YTids set - the trend in methodology which 
has been used since that time. In these and other early studies the 
researchers involved formulated their own methodology. Only rarely 
did they explicitly state what this was or set forth a working model 
in the finished material . This tendency remains today, although 
there i s a trend toward prefacing each study with a notation of the 
method used. Since community study is a relatively new f ield 
and the methodology has not been standardized, it is consider ed 
well for an investigator to set forth his constructs for critical 
analysis . by his peers . Only when ther e is agreement on the models 
to be used will it be possible f or codification of research tech-
niques so necessary for the formalization of a science. 26 
26teon Festinger and Daniel Katz , Research Methods i n the 
Behavioral Sciences (New York: The Dryden Press, 1953); Paul Hanly 
Furfey, "The Formalization of Sociology, 11 American Sociological Review, 
19:525, October, 1954; see also Robert· Redfield, The Little Community 
(Chica.go: University of Chicago Press, 19.55); Robert K. Merton, Social 
Theory and Social Structure (Glencoe, Ill.: The Free Press, 19.57); and 
Talcott Parsons and Edward A. Shils (eds.), Toward .A General Theory of 
Action (Cambridge : Harvard. University Press, 1951); all of whom are-
concerned with codification. 
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From the analysis of the studies which have been done in recent 
years27 it appears that the approach most widely used has been t hat of 
part i cipant-observation. In t hi s t ype approach t he investigator becomes 
an i ntimat e member of the l ives of the people and of t h e community 
under investigati on . The purpose of participant 6bservation is to 
gain subjective insigh~s into the community and of the peopl e under 
s tudy. I t has the disadvantages of pos sible bias on the part of th e 
observer, particularly if his contacts are limited to one class or 
group of peopl e . Also, the training of most social scientist s is 
generally not broad enough to be able to gr~sp the r amifications of 
the many sciences invol ved : of economics, politics, bi ol ogy, ecology, 
history, and the other ar eas signifi cant t o the lives of the people . 
While sociologists continue to ·· use the participant 9bserver approach, 
the trend in theor etical literature i n both anthropology and sociology 
has been toward urging the use of a mul ti- discipline approach . This is 
essentially the approach used 1hN" t he early functi onalists who held 
that the entire community must be explored i n all its aspects if one 
I 
is to understand any one part of it. This appr oach w.as tised effectively 
by anthropologists in the study of an island community in Fiji . This 
27The more important are : James West, Plainville, U.S.A. 
( New York : Columbia University Pres s , 1945) ; W. Lloyd Warner, 
Democracy in J onesville (New York : Harper and Brothers, 1949); 
A. B. Hollingshead, Elrntown1 s Youth ( New York: Wiley, 1949); 
William F. Whyte , Street Corner-society (Chi cago: Universi ty of 
Chicago Press, 1955); Arthur J. Vidich and Joseph Bensman, Small 
Town in Mass Society (Garden City : Doubleday and Company, Inc., 
I'95'8°);and the Lynds 1 work, plus numerous other studies. 
study is reviewed by Thompson, 28 who urges such an approach 0 
Thompson's suggestion of an inter-disciplinary approach to 
the study of community has alse been made by ot her writers, notably 
Robert Redfield in The Little Cornmunity. 29 His point of view is 
that 11 we are to consider any one community as it remains in our view 
in its entirety, as a wholeJ30 He attributes character and unity 
to a community and feels that besides empirical investigations 
"sympathetic insight and understanding" are necessary in social 
stucty.31 
The current method of community : study in so ciology i s charac-
terized as studying life in process , not as isolated units in abstrac~ 
tion. It is, as Arensberg says, 
that method in which a pr obl em (or pr oblems) i..n the nature, 
interconnections, or dynamics of behavior and attitudes 
is explored against or within the surround of other be-
havior and attitudes of the individuals making up the 
life of a particular community.32 
This is the same idea expressed by Green and Selz, who urge 
the establishment of a frame of r eference based on action per ~ 
r ather t han upon the structure under study. They combine t he time-
281aura Thompson, - Toward A Science -of Mankind ( New York : 
McGraw- Hill Book Company, Inc., 1961 ), pp . JCX:i- :xxvii . 
29Redfield, op. cito 
30Ib'd _ __i_. , p . 9 • 
310wen, ~• ~., p. 34 
32conrad M • .:Arensberg, · "The Community-Study Method," The 
.American Journal of Sociology, 60:110, September, 1954. 
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~pace approach with funtion and feel that t his approach 
encompasses those community-needs- oriented actions of 
organized gr oups , any I?hase of which act ion is performed 
within the locale of the community and with operationally 
determined time l imits, and the beneficiary i s either an 
individual or a group within the cornmunity. 33 
Kaufman's interest is also placed on both the dynamics and the process 
of community living , since the community is a constantly moving 
s ub ject undergoing change and development.34 
Whatever the model used for t he investigation of a small 
community , s ome of the constructs within that model appear to remain 
the same o These s ame constructs comp-are f avo_rably vdth t hose used 
in other sciences. The mos t wi dely used has already been discussed, 
that of participant observation . This is per haps one of the best 
known met hods for securing ob jective data coupl ed with subjective 
insights . This was the principal construct us ed i n t he studies noted 
earlier in this paper .35 In such investigations special at tention 
25 
must be given to the testing of vali dity, r el i ability, and the functional 
unity of observed data _and reports.36 
The questionnaire and the interview have been us ed extensively 
in securing informati on coupled with statistics to bring or der into 
33James W. Green and C. Mayo Selz, 11 Framewor k for Research 
i n t he Actions of Corrtmunity Groups, 11 Social Forces , 31:321, May, 1953 . 
34Harold F . Kaufman, 11 Toward an Inter actional Conception of 
Community," Social Forces, 38 :8, October, 1959 . 
35see f ootnote 27. 
36Helen Peak, If Probl ems of Ob j ective Observation, 11 Research 
Methods in the Behavioral Sciences, ed . Leon Festinger and Daniel 
Katz ( NewYork: The Dryden Press, 1953 ). 
the data collected. Depth-interviewing, intensive interviews covering 
many aspects of the interviewee 1 s life , were used by Whyte37 and 
West38 in their studies. They concentrated on the few leaders, both ~ 
natural and appointed, for these dep th-interviews, and used general 
interviews for many other subjects. 
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Another construct used in community studies is that of securing 
written life histories of some of the principal individuals involved . 
Oftentimes these are used as source material for l at er depth-inter-
viewing, and present t he investigator an excellent source of material 
about the person. Attitude surveys, ·fie ld o~servations, case hist ories, 
and content analysis of documentary material, are all supplementary 
devices to hel p round out the material gathered by all the depth-
interview and life-history studies o39 
One of the reasons for such variety in constructs by -which 
a community is studied is due to the f act that investigators dis-
agree on what is under investigation . Since each investigator 
defines his own area of work, he finds it necessary to make his own 
constructs to suit the outlines of the area within which he has cho sen 
37whyte, op . cit . 
38west, op . ~-
39For material on methodology s ee John F. Cuber and William 
F. Kenkel, Social Stratification in the United States (New York : 
..Appleton-Century-Croft, Inc.; 1954); Festinger and Katz, op. cit.; 
Marie Johoda, Morton Deutsch, and Stuart W. Cook,Research Methods 
in Social Relations (New York : The Dryden· Press, 1951); and 
Paul Lazarfeld and Morris Rosenberg (eds~), The Language of Social 
Research (Glencoe, Ill.: The Free Press, 1953'J. 
27 
to work . Thus methodology is suffering today becaus e of the impre-
cise conception of "community." 
Through all the community studies which have been done Slhce 
the Lynd's work, t here runs one thread of consistency. In each 
study, social clas s and stratification were found to play an impor-
tant part in the lives of the people . West attempted to study a com-
munity in which no classes existed but discovered a very distinct and 
r igid set of clas s lines . 4° W. Lloyd Warner nas found significant 
r elationships between the values and ideals of democracy on the one 
hand and s ocial class and color caste on the other.41 Hollingshead 
made class the center of interest i n hi s study of Elmtown' s Youth42 
looking at stratification from the viewpoint of its youth . Whyte43 
also used the youth of the communit y as the focal point of his study 
of class. He found significant relations to wealt h in the determination 
of class. 
Of all the investigators , Warner has remained the most interested 
in class and has produced a considerable amount of literature on 
stratification in America. 44 He brings to light t he extensive class 
4<\v-est, op. cit. 41warner, Democracy in Jonesville. 
42Hollingshead, op. cito 4~yte,· cit . 
44some of his more i mportant works are : ·W. Lloyd Warner , Democracy 
in Jonesville ( New York : Harper and Brothers, 1949 ); The Social Lif e 
of a Modern Community; wi th P . S . Lunt (Yankee Ci t y Seri es; New Haven, Conn.: 
Yale University Pres s, 1941); The Status Systems of a Modern Community, 
with P. S. Lunt (Yankee City Series ; New Haven, Conn~: Yale Univer sil,y 
Press, 1942); Social Class in America, with Marchia Meeker and Kenneth 
Eells (Chicago: Science Research Associ ates, 1949) ; .American Life : 
Dre am and Reali ty (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1953J;plus 
numerowjour nal articles and studies o 
~d caste systems in America and relates his findings to wealth, 
. . 
education, beauty, sex, and marriage . He shows how individual oppor-
tunity, work opportunity, group membershi p, and educational oppor-
tunity all affect one 1 s position in the class structure. 
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This survey of the more important community studies45 will show 
to some extent the profusion of such studies and the similar methods 
t hat have been us ed. In almost every case it will be noted that the 
studies were made by participant observation with other met hods 
employed as necessary to elicite the needed information. That there 
i s s imilarity in approach is significant for it, indicat e s a trend 
toward unif ication of methodology, a necessary step in t he codif ication 
of t his and other sciences. 
45For other works see Al bert Bl umenthal, Small Town Stuf f 
(Chicago: University of Chi cago Press , 1932 ); Allison Davi_s_, __ 
Burleigh B. Gardner, and Mary R. Gar dner , Deep Sout h:Caste and 
Class in a Southern Town ( New Haven : Yale Uni versit y Pres s:-T937); 
Granville-Hicks, Small Town (New York : The Macmillan Company, 1946); 
Robert Redfield, Tepoztra:n-(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1930) ; 
Mandel Sherman and Thomas R. Henry, Hollow Folk (New York : Thomas H. 
Crowell Company, 1933); and Harvey Zorbaugh;T}le Gold Coast and the 
Slum (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1929J;Plusmany anthro-
pological studies of native villages in all parts of t he world. 
C'"dAPTER IV 
CONCLUSIONS 
This survey of material concerning the small community has, it 
is hoped, given the reader a fuller under standing of the origin and 
devel opment of the village , com~unity, and city, especial l y i n the 
United States. An attempt-was made t o show the trend toward national-
ism and its effects on the community a..nd city, ·which are no longer 
i ndependent entitles, but market oriented . With this view of t he 
evolution of the c ommunity it was noted t hat the community remained 
essentially the same in form i ncreasing onl y in size and complexity. 
Landmarks in the st1:1,dy of community have been the early ant hro-
pological works , the works of Tonnies and :Mac iver, and the more r ecent 
sociological material by t he Lynds, Hollingshead, West , and Whyte . 
The most recent important study of a comm.unity was done no l onger ago 
than 1958, which indicates continuing interest in t his f ield. It will 
be noted that the met hodology has been primarily that of participant-
observations but the trend in the t heoretical literature, and the one 
that is being used in cultural anthropology, is that of mul ti- disci -
plinary inve-stigation. One of the reas ons f or the di fferences in emphasis 
placed on the constructs in methodology is the variety of concepts 
of "community." It is hoped· the r eader will be more fully aware of the 
variety of usages and the di.ff'._tculties of definition. It might be 
noted that this imprecision has led to a valid criticism of community 
30 
studies: no two studies can be compared accurately because of loose 
constructs • .A desirable trend toward the codification of theor y and the 
construction of better methodology was not·ed in Chapter I, Introduction. 
The future of sociology as a t:tue science can be 'seen in this trend. 
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